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Wc.dnesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael  J .  Copps 
445 12t l i  Street,  NW 
Washingtonl DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

[ )?ai  Corrii i i i~siorier Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Conim~~nicat ions Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I ani gravely concerned 
that  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would rest r ic t  t he  way I enjoy television. 

The d ig i ta l  television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benef i ts o f  switching t o  and buying 
d ig i ta l  television equipment.  That t ransi t ion w i l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doc i r i ' t  i i iean discarding my exist ing home network,  buying new high-resolution displays, and f inding rooni 
for yet  anotlier device i n  my l iv ing room. Please do not allow the  M P A A  and i t s  allies t o  hinder t l ie  
t rd i is i t ion by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices t h a t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

l i i  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications o f  the broadcast f laq. W i th  today's 
tcchnology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content ~~ I can modify, create,  and part ic ipate.  I 
can record TV t o  watch later;  c l ip  a small piece o f  TV and splice it into a liome movie; send an emai l  c l ip  
of i i iy  chi ld8 footbal l  game t o  a distant relat ive;  or  record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  
friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control  and f lex ib i l i t y  t h a t  I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  d ig i ta l  television does no t  make t h e  public's viewing exper ienre more enjoyable, f lexible,  
,ind excitit ig, what cornpellirig reasori do I have as a consumer to buy new digi ta l  equipment? !A pret t ier  TV 
picture I S  I iardly enougli reason for me t o  dispense w i t h  a l l  riiy current consunier electronics and 
coii iputer equipment. As a c i t izen and coiisumer of broadcast television, I urpe you t o  promote the d ig i ta l  
t i~ai isi t ion by opposing the  broadcast flag. 

Siiicercly 

iviai-k Antonson 
13425 Charles S t  
O i i i a t i a .  N E  68154 



Wediiesday, October 22 2003 

Conimissioiier Michael 1. Copps 
445 l?t l i  Street, NW 
Wasliiiigtoii, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Ilear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electroiiics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely coiiceriied 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t l ie way I enjoy television. 

Tile digital televisioii trairsitioti relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switcliii ig t o  and buyiii!] 
digital televisioii equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switcliing 
doesti't mean discarding my existing l iome iietwork, buying i iew high-resolutioii displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not  allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the traiisitioii 
by  iiinking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that  are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 addition, I am very conceriied about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast f lag. With today's 
tecl i i iolagy, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, arid participate. I c a n  
recorrl -1V t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a lrome movie; setid an  email clip of my 
cliiid's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 1V program onto a DVD atid play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  t l ie move t o  digital television does n o t  make t l ie  public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and  
exiit i i ig, wl ia t  corripelliiig reason do I have as a coiisumer t o  buy iiew digital equipment? A prettier T V  
liicture is liardly ei iougl i  reason for  me t o  dispense witti all my current coiisumer electroiiics and computer 
rqii ipirieiit. As a citizen arid coiisumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote ti le digital transition by 
opposiiig the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Lvaiis Brasfield 
7 3 1  N .  Screenland Dr 
Burbank, CA 91505 
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Co'rirnissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street NW 
Wdstiit igtun DC 20554 

' / I @  FACSIMILE 

C z i r  Commissioner Copps 

1:s ;i ,zonsumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
ii broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The cigitsl television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
ci,qitsl television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
r:(!esn't mean discarding my existing home network. buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 

t ,another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
bt. making us nuy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

!ii x ld i t ion ~ am ,very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag Wi th today's 
!echriology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- 1 can modify, create, and participate I can 
izcord TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
chilcl's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 

artinent 7 he broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I f  l l ie  r r iwe to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible. and 
ixc! t i t iy ,  what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 

ture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
ecluipnient As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
crpposing the broadcast flag. 

Si i i isrely.  

Cscilia Mao 
11496 Beacti St 
Hrooinfield, CO 80020 



(;nmm~ssioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street NW 
C"&istiiiigtijri DC 20554 

'\'I/: FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As s consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
s broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The oigitai television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
cligital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
coesti't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution displays and finding room 
for !,et another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
bv Taking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are! more expensive and less valuable 

In afldition, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology. I can he more than a passive recipient of content ~~ 1 can modify. create and participate I can 
i c x i t l  TV twuatctr  later clip a small piece of TV and s ~ ~ l i c e  it into a home movie. send an email clip of m y  
cii i lr l 's football game to a distant relative or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 

rtment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If tile inove to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible and 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment7 A prettier TV 
picrure is hardly enough reason for me  to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
ec1Liipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
ojlposiny the broadcast flag 

Siricerely, 

Amy Ryan 
1349 Greenwich St 
S i n  Francisco CA 94109 



W e d i i e s d a y ,  O c t o b e r  22 2003 

( :omi r i i ss ioner  Michae l  1. Copps 
445 I Z t l i  S t ree t ,  NW 
Was l i i i i q to i i ,  DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

h a  I~ Co t i l  t i i issioiiei, Copps, 

As il c o i i s i i m e r  o f  b roadcas t  te levis ion,  e lect ron ics,  a n d  compu te l -  pl-oducts, I u r g e  t h e  Fedel-al 
C o r n t i i u n i c a t i o n s  C o m m i s s i o n  t o  v o t e  a g a i n s t  t h e  a d o p t i o n  of a " b r o a d c a s t  f l ag . "  I a m  gt,avely 
c o n c e r n e d  t h a t  a b r o a d c a s t  f lag regu la t i on  w o u l d  res t r i c t  t h e  w a y  I e n j o y  te lev i s ion .  

TIie d ig i ta l  t e lev i s ion  t r a n s i t i o n  re l ies on  c o n v i n c i n g  c o n s u m e r s  o f  t h e  b e n e f i t s  of s w i t c h i n g  t o  
;ii>d b u y i n g  d ig i t a l  te lev is ion  e q u i p m e n t .  T h a t  t r a n s i t i o n  w i l l  b e  fa r  m o l e  p a l a t a b l e  t o  m e  as  a 
coi is~itmet- i f  s w i t c h i n g  d o e s n ' t  m e a n  d iscard ing  my ex is t ing  h o m e  i e t w o i - k ,  b u y i n g  n e w  h i g h -  
r e s o i u t i o n  d isp lays,  a n d  f i n d i n g  I-oom f o r  y e t  a n o t h e r  d e v i c e  in m y  l i v i ng  r o o m .  Please d o  not 
allow t h e  M P A A  a n d  i ts al l ies t o  h i n d e r  t h e  t rans i t i on  b y  m a k i n g  u s  b u y  spec ia l -purpose DTV 
devices t h a t  ai-e m o r e  e x p e n s i v e  a n d  less v a l u a b l e .  

111 add i t i on ,  I a m  v e r y  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  fa i i kuse  imp l i ca t i ons  of t h e  b r o a d c a s t  f lag.  W i t h  
t o d a y ' s  techno logy ,  I can  be  m o r e  t h a n  a pass ive trecipient of c o n t e n t  ~~ I c a n  m o d i f y ,  c rea te ,  
d i i d  pal  t i c i p a t e .  I cat1 trecord TV t o  w a t c h  l a t e r ;  clip a s m a l l  p iece o f T V  a n d  sp l i ce  it i i i t o  a 
l i o m e  m o v i e ;  send a n  e m a i l  cl ip o f  m y  chi ld 's  f oo tba l l  g a m e  t o  a d i s tan t  re la t i ve ;  o r  r e c o r d  a 
IV I>t'ogi-atii o i i t o  a DVD a n d  p lay it a t  m y  firiencl's a p a i - t m e n t .  T h e  h i -oadcast  f lag s e e m s  
ciesigi ied t o  t remove t h i s  cont i -o l  a n d  f lex ib i l i t y  t l i a t  I e n j o y .  

I f  the m o v e  t o  d i g i t a l  t e lev i s ion  d o e s  n o t  m a k e  t h e  publ ic 's v i e w i n g  e x p e r i e n c e  m o r e  
e i i joyable,  f lexible,  a n d  exc i t ing ,  w h a t  c o m p e l l i n g  r e a s o n  do I h a v e  as a c o n s u m e r  t o  b u y  n e w  
d ig i ta l  e q i i i p m e n t ?  A p i -e t t ier  lV p ic tu re  is i a i - d l y  e n o u g h  i -eason foi- m e  t o  d i s p e n s e  w i t h  a l l  m y  
c u r r e n t  c o n s u m e r  e lec t ron ics  a n d  c o m p u t e r  e q t l i p m e n t .  As a c i t izen a n d  c o n s u m e r  of 
bi oadcast  te lev is ion ,  I u r g e  you t o  p r o m o t e  t h e  d ig i t a l  t r a n s i t i o n  b y  oppos ing  t h e  bi-oadcast 
f laq  

Si t i  ce I ely, 

Hi-ian Su l l i van  
:590 Buckley Rd 
Siiti I i i is  Obispo, CA 93401 



F'agt: 1 of 1 10 32 46 AM. 10122103 5433023099 



r 
3 

J 
n 
- 



2003-10-22 17 34 43 (GMT) 16506181675 Froiii ~r: t ' d ~ l c  ', i 

Wednesday, October 22 2003 

iommissioner Michael J. Copps 
445  12th Street, NW 
Wasiiinqton, [IC 20554 

V I A  FPC.SIMILE 

I l r ~ i  Cti i i i i r i i33ioi ier  Copps, 

A5 II ctinsumer of broadcast television, electronics, and coniputer products, I urge the  Federal 
Coiirinunicatioirs Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that  a broadcast f lag regulation would rest r ic t  t he  way I enjoy television. 

The digi ta l  television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t he  benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digi ta l  television equipnient. That transition w i l l  be far more palatable t o  mie as a consiiii ier if switcliiriq 
d o o i i ' t  mean discarding my existing home network, buying new h igh~resolut io i i  displays, and finding room 
lo t  vet another device in  my l iv ing room. Please do not  allow the  MPAA and i t s  allies t o  hinder the 
transition by making u s  buy special-purpose DTV devices t h a t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of  t he  broadcast flag. W i t h  today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~~ I can modify, create, and part ic ipate.  I 
can record TV t o  watch later;  c l ip  a small piece of TV and splice it in to  a hoiiie movie; send an emai l  c l ip  
of iiiy cliild's footbal l  game t o  a distant relat ive;  or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friend's apartment.  The broadcast f lag seems designed to  remove t h i s  control  and f lex ib i l i ty  t ha t  I enjoy. 

I f  t l ie iiiove to  d iq i ta l  television does not  make the  public's viewing experience ii iore enjoyable, f lexible, 
and exciting. what compelling reason do i have as a iorisurner t o  buy new diqi ta l  equipment? A pret t ier  TV 
pi'tiire i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense wi th  a l l  my current  coiisumer electronics and 
coinputer equipment. As a c i t izen and consumer o f  broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digi ta l  
transition by opposing the  broadcast flag. 

Siricerely. 

Robert Yurman 
12409 Otsego Street 
V;illcy Village, CA 91607 





October 22 2003 

~mmlss loner  Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Comiiunlcatlons Commlsslon 
4n5 12th Street, N W  
Washlngton DC 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslnn As a 
consiimer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoption of D N  

c robust. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
cttstomers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want and It could result \n me belng charged more money lor lnferlor lunctlonallty 

I f  t l e  FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

Raj SESHADRI 

Plcasanton CA 94556 
IJSC 

r r ' lno -- Monaco Drive Apt D 





Wednecday, October 22 2003 

(.onimissioner Micl iael  J. Lopps 
445 i Z t I 1  Street, PlW 
Wa$liinqton, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a coiisuirier of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
i~oi i i i i i i i i i icat ioi is Coinmission t o  vote against t he  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I ani gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would rest r ic t  t he  way I enjoy television. 

The diqi ta l  television transition relies on convincing coiisumers of t he  benefits of switching t o  and buying 
d iq i la l  televihion equipment. That t ransi t ion w i l l  be far inore palatable t o  me as a coiisunier i f  switcli ir ig 
doesn't ii iean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for vet  another device i n  my l iv ing room. Please do not  allow t l ie  MPAA and i t s  allies t o  hinder the  
tran5ition by making us  buy special-purpose DTV devices t h a t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I an i  very concerned about the  f a i r ~ u s e  irriplications of  the broadcast f lag. W i t h  today's 
tcciiriology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~~ I can modify, create, and part ic ipate.  I 
r a i l  r w o r d  TV t o  watch la ter ;  c l ip  a small piece of TV and splice it in to  a home movie; send an ernail c l ip 
of i i iy  r l i i ld', footbal l  game t o  a distant relat ive;  or record a TV program onto a DVD arid play it a t  rriy 
Iriend's apartment.  The broadcast f lag seems designed t o  reniove t h i s  control  and f lexibi l i ty  that  I enjoy. 

l i  t l ie move t o  d ig i ta l  television does not  make the  public's viewing experience more enjoyable, f lexible, 
diid exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digi ta l  equipment? A pret t ier  TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for  me t o  dispense w i th  a l l  my current  consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a ci t izen and consumer of  broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  d ig i ta l  
t i~ansi t ion by opposing the  broadcast f lag. 

Sincerely, 

.J~icIy Kelley 
549 greenwood circ le 
I lu is t ,  TX 76053 
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3ctober 13, 2003 

Commlssloner hnlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
145 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

a i r  writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technnlogy for dlgltal televlslon ~s a 
rnnwmer and cltlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
aaoptlon ot E N  

A robust, competltlve market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technoioglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Interlor functlonallty 

I f  tlie FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you tor your tlme 

Sincerely. 

Paul Harblson 
1175 Teller Street 38 
Laicwood CO 80214 
USA 



3ctober 12, 2003 

Coinmissloner Mlchael Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
115 12th Street, NIN 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am Wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adnp:lnn of DTb 

4 rnbugt, competltlve market far consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
cu9tomers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new praducts they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor functlonallty 

If  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

s;ncerely 

Charles Ulrlch 
7345 N iarrlson 
Fast 1 anslng, MI 48823 
I!SA 
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October 13. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
4.15 12th Street NW 
INashIngton, D C 20551 

Dear Mlchael t opps ,  

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
Consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights and the ultlmate 
adoptlnn of O N  

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ability to Innovate for thelr 
cmtoniers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly renettwhat consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If v ie  FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

slncerely 

Lucas Lay 
55% Oakley Terrace 
lwlne CA 92612 
IJSA 



October 13, 2003 

Colnmlssloner Mlchael J C0pps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Coinmlsslon 
445  12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Gear hllchael C O P ~ S  

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 01 "broadcast llag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

a robus! competltlve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
crstomers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the stud109 to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged mare money for lnlerlor Tunctlonallty 

If t h e  FCC Issues a broadcast Ilag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tline 

Slncerely. 

Malfln Remy 
30' Ouali Rldge Circlc 
Higniands Ranch CO 80126 
1'50 
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Ocrobcr  13. 2003 

Cuimnicsioner hlichael i .  Coppi 
F d e d  Communicauons Corntnissioti 
.14: 12th Street. NK' 
\Y~sh~n,mon. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael copps, 

I an umtlng to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag'' technology for &gtd 
t r lm~~s io i~ .  AE a consumer a id  citizen, I feel strongly t h a t  F U C ~  a policy would be bad for  innovation, C O ~ T U ~ ~ I  

x$ i t~ .  ~ n d  the ultimate adapuoti of DTV. 

:\ roburt. campetltlue market hor consumer electronics m u s t  be rooted in ~nmufacturer i '  AbAty to mnovatc for 
dieis customers. AUlowmn_e rnariie smdms to veto features of DTVreception equipment w l l  etlable the srudio; to 
tell technologits d i a t  new products they c m  create. ?his will result in products that don't nscessaiily retlect 
n h n t  consumers like me uchdly  want, a id  it could result in me being charged more money for  infeiror 
i U f 1 C U l t l d l ~ .  

Ii 1 1 ~  FCC isjuei B broadcast flag maridate, I would acmall>- be less likely to make 211 inveinnetit in DTV-capable 
receivers atld other equipment. I w l l  not pdy inore far devices that limit my rights at the behest of H o l l y o a d .  
Please do not inaridate broadcast flag teclhnoloi for &gtd television. Tliatlk you for ?-our nine. 

h l C e l e l i .  

;;rep*>- TVdsan 
c: ..iitnan Street 
2amelvillej MA 01143 
lL:SA 
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tl3ber 13. 2 n u 3  

~ Z ~ ~ m m ~ s s i t x ~ t z ~  llich,ael J Copps 
FesiF-i-Jl Communications C o r ~ m i s s i o r r  
Ab15 12th S t r e e t .  H V  

h i n g t i ~ .  D 2 0 5 5 4  

ice my opposi t i o n  t o  any FCC-rlnandatad adoptlor, c:lf "broadcast ,  
hnnlogi.  f u r  d i g i t ~ l  television As a consumer and  c i t i z e r ~  I feel 

a p o l i c y  v o u l d  be bad f o r  x n n o a a t i o n .  consumer r i , ih ts .  and t h e  
~ u l ! ~ m a t e  adopt.ii:in of DTV 

A r~~hiust. competitive market tcir  consumer a l e c t r u n i c s  must. L e  routed in 
,,,,~,,~~t~,~t.~~rers' a b i l i t y  t n  i n n o v a t e  f o r  t h e l r  cus tomers  A l l o v i n g  movie s t u d i l l s  tszs 
vrcn teatnres of D T F r e c e p t i o n  equipment w i l l  e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  t o  t e l l  
t ~ a c b n o l u g i s t s  ,:?hat new p r o d u c t s  t hey  can  c r e a . t e .  This will r e s u l t  i n  p r o d u c t s  
t,h.-t. d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  ref lect what consurters  like me a c t u a l l y  a , ?n t .  and  i t .  could 
resnlt i n  me being charged  m o r e  money f o r  i n f e r i o r  f u n c t i o n a l i t y  

lf the FCC issues a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  m a n d a t e .  I would  actual157 h e  less likely t n  
~tml.r an inves tment  ~n DTU-capable r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  equipi8ient I w i l l  nn t  pay 
r , m ~ e  f o r  devxces  t h J t  limit my r i g h t s  a t  t h e  behes t  of Hollywood Ple,?se do not 
s t a rda te  broadcast f l a , g  t echnology for digltal t e l e v i s i o n  Thanb. you for :mur time 

:-,I rl#:erely, 



October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
115 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am \Nrltlng IO Volce my OppoSltlOn to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
conwlmer and cltlzen, I feel StrOnglythat such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumcr rlghts and the ultlmate 
adop!lon of O W  

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooled In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If !ne FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equipmen! I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do no! lnandate 
broadcast flag technology Tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

slrcerely 

James Arcurl 
10 Halcnurt Dr 

USA 
P I ~ I ~ V I ~ W .  NY iim 
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October 13 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, N\N 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
ndoptlon of D N  

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal teievislon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely 

Plyush Mlnal 
1220 N Falroaks Ave 
iy4110 
Sunnyvale, CA 94089 
LJSA 



October 13 2003 

tommlssloner Mlcliael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445  12 th  Street, NW 
Washlngton D C ,20554 

Gear Ivllchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to Volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technolaglsts 
&hat new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actiiaiiy want and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnferlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a nroadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
brnadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

lblatthew Hall 
646 E Appletree D i  
Sandy UT 84070 
1.Ise 
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